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Group Art Unit 



—The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address- 
Period for Reply "7 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING-DATE 

OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

-Extensions or time may be available under the 

- ISoSSSSKeclfied above, such period shall, by default expire StX(6) 

. Fai , ure to reply vXn the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the apphcabon to become ABANDONED^ US C §13* 

- ^S^ed by the Office latere 
term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

^Responsive to communication(s) filed on — L L_y_ [ — 

□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1 935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims ( \ | 

J^CIaim(s) / ^ II , is/are pending in the application. 

, _ . . , % is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

Of the above claim(s) 

. is/are allowed. 



J [/ _ is/are rejected. 



□ Claim(s) 

)^CIaim(s) — 

C Z\, . , x _ _ is/are objected to. 

□ Claim(s) 

are subject to restriction or election 

□ Claim < s ) requirement 
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□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aH<Q 

^Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9 (aH* 
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^Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
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in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
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□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 □ Other 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-1 1 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pla in view of 
Yoshioka. 

Pla teaches an electrical transformer including a core and windings in a tank with active 
means for varying the volume of the transformer fluid in order to reduce pressure waves. 
However the active means does not include a corrugated (bellows) member driven by a piezo 
electric element. However, Yoshioka specifically teaches a vibration damper using a piezo 
electric element coupled to a bellows for adjusting fluid pressure is well known. To substitute 
one known pressure regulating means for another in the same environment (damping systems) 
would have been within the skin expected of the routineer. Thus the use the bellows driven by a 
piezo electric element in the transformer fluid of Pla would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art. 

Cited of interest are Sager and Mizzi (fig. 12), Blanding, Shirasu, Takahashi and Dame 
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